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A.L.R. Library 


Use in state court by counsel or party of tape recorder or other electronic device to make transcript of criminal trial 
proceedings, 67 A.L.R.3d 1013 


In the absence of a constitutional or statutory provision to the contrary, no particular formalities are generally required for the 


keeping of court records. | 


The court's record may include a transcript of a proceeding made by the official court reporter,” trial exhibits,” a videotape of 
the court proceedings,” or an audiotape thereof.’ While courts in one jurisdiction have held that docket sheets are also part of 
the court records and may be presented as prima facie evidence of the facts recorded therein,° another court has stated that 


docket-sheet entries are inherently unreliable because they lack the formality of orders and judgments.’ However, handwritten 
minute entries do not form any part of the official records of the court even when made by the trial judge upon the docket, and 


while such entries may be helpful to the clerk in preparing the record, they cannot trump what the actual record shows.® 


A transcript of the court proceedings made by a privately contracted, certified shorthand reporter is not included in the court 


record,” nor are the judge's personal notes. m 
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Where a court orders a clerk to enter a minute order, the judge need not sign a formal writing, for the minute order is final and 


all legal consequences ensue therefrom. 
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